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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. With respect to claim 1, the applicant fails to provide any structural relationships 
between the frames. Note also that the stabilization frame is only connected to the back frame 
and that the back and front frames are not connected in any way. 

Further, though not an ambiguity per se, when the applicant claims front and back frame 
of different lengths in claim 6, claim 1 does not orient what is "front" or what is "back". The 
same can be said of claims 4 and 5 with respect to the location of the steps. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this countr>% more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1, 2, 4-6 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Seidner #2,207,445, Seidner discloses a ladder and platform assembly comprised of front/back 
frame 15, 16, back/front frame 2, 35, which shorter than 15, 16, L-shaped metal plate steps 17, 
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23, pivoting chair frame 30, 31, 80, frame pivot connections 28, 38, pivoting stabilization bars 4, 
43, and pivoting armrests 81 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Seidner as applied 
to claims 1, 2, 4-6 and 10 above, and fiirther in view of Hultquist #3,022,524. Seidner fails to 
disclose a floatation device attached to the chair. Hultquist teaches the utility of a floatation 
device 10, 14, secured to a chair frame assembly 20, 22, 28. An assembly such as this, provides a 
life preserver for a user when so needed. Therefore to one of ordinary skill in the art, it would 
have been obvious to provide the assembly of Seidner with a floatation device as taught by 
Hultquist, so as to provide a means for water safety when needed. 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Seidner as applied 
to claims 1, 2, 4-6 and 10 above, and further in view of Larson #3,151,910. Seidner fails to 
disclose a fishing pole holder. Larson teachers the utility of a fishing pole holder 31 secured to a 
chair assembly, allowing for storage of a fishing pole when so used. Therefore to one of ordinary 
skill in the art, it would have been obvious to provide the assembly of Seidner with a fishing pole 
holder as taught by Larson so as to allow for storage of a fishing pole when so needed. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Seidner as applied 
to claims 1,2, 4-6 and 10 above, and further in view of Stanley #5,881,839. Seidner fails to 
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disclose a chair secured to the frame. Stanley teaches the utility of a chair 73 secured to a 
platform 4 of a chair/ladder/platform assembly 2-4 that allows for a user to sit thereon when so 
needed. Therefore to one of ordinary skill in the art, it would have been obvious to provide the 
assembly of Seidner with a chair as taught by Stanley, so as to allow for a user to sit thereon 
when so needed. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Vadner #3,357,741, Woolfolk, Sr. #3,967,694, Heberlein #5,582,268, and Lopacli 
#6,637,549 are cited to teach ladder and platform assemblies. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hugh B. Thompson II whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6837. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday 9 am to 5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Chilcot can be reached on (571) 272-6777. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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